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This is in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed October 6, 2006. 




REMARKS 

It is respectfully submitted that the remarks in the Appeal Brief are sufficient to respond 
to the outstanding rejections. However, the following additional comments are submitted. 

Claim 73 recites a plurality of financial systems, and that the shared executable hosted e- 
procurement system has an executable implementing a respective user requested transaction 
by a respective user with a selected financial system. 

On page 8 of the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner correlates the data sources (such as 
URL addresses, digital certificate revocation lists, customer identification/account numbers and 
membership/association lists) of Dahan to the claimed financial systems. 

However, the user in Dahan does not implement a user requested transaction with a 
selected data source. Instead, in Dahan, the data sources are simply accessed to provide 
information so that a decision can be made on a transaction. Therefore, it is respectfully 
submitted that the data sources in Dahan do not correlate to the financial systems of claim 73. 

In the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner also refers to the table in column 5 of Dahan. 
The table includes the action steps of "refer to Regional Credit Department". The Examiner then 
appears to assert that Dahan is operable with a plurality of such Regional Credit Departments, 
and that each such Regional Credit Department is a different financial system. 

However, in Dahan, a referral is simply made to a Regional Credit Department when a 
user credit worthiness falls within a certain range. Dahan does not implement a respective user 
requested transaction with a selected Regional Credit Department. 

* * * 

Claim 94 recites that the organizational profiles include data fields needed by the 
application system to implement the respective user requested transaction, and that the needed 
data fields are transmitted to the application system by the shared executable hosted e- 
procurement system. 

On page 9 of the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner correlates the user template data 
438 of Dahan to the claimed data fields. However, user template data 438 simply allows a user 
to define variables that are to be used by a rules engine to make a decision. See, for example, 
column 9, lines 1-13, of Dahan. These defined variables are not included in the profile identifier 
of Dahan. Accordingly, Dahan does not disclose or suggest that the organizational profiles 
include data fields needed by the application system to implement the respective user requested 
transaction, and that the needed data fields are transmitted to the application system by the 
shared executable hosted e-procurement system, as recited, for example, in claim 94; 
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In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the rejections are overcome. 

Respectfully submitted, 
STAAS & HALSEY LLP 

Date: P^jJx, (, By: 

Paul I. Kravetz 
Registration No. 35,230 

1201 New York Avenue, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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